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Das Problem der Geltung. Arthur Liebert. Kantstudien. Erganz- 

ungshefte im Auftrag der Kantgesellschaft herausgegeben von H. 

Vaihinger, B. Bauch und A. Liebert. No. 32. Berlin: Verlag von 

Beuther und Beichard, 1914. Pp. vi + 262. 

The author of the present monograph in the series supplementary to 
the " Kantstudien " is an adherent of !N~eo-Kantianism, (pure logism, 
critical rationalism). This movement, founded by F. A. Lange 1 and Otto 
Liebmann 2 with the slogan " Back to Kant ! " has perhaps as its leading 
representatives the celebrated school of Marburg headed by Hermann 
Cohen and of which Liebert himself is presumably a member (pp. 165, 238). 
The Neo-Kantians are quite ready to deviate from the philosophy of 
Kant on the ground that " the individual doctrines of the ' Critique of 
Pure Beason ' are controversial or doubtful or disproved " ; yet they claim 
immortality for the general position which underlies this work as a whole. 
The views of the school of Marburg, which differ 3 in important respects 
from the idealism of Lange and Liebmann, are carefully outlined by 
Liebert, who also refers to the excellent sketch 4 of Natorp (pp. 237-246). 
As Liebert says, the beginning and end of Cohen's philosophy is the con- 
cept system (p. 246) ; the fundamental role, therefore, ascribed to this con- 
cept by Kant is endorsed (pp. 114, 194). 

As might be conjectured from the universality of system or whole in 
Neo-Kantian philosophy (cf. p. 186), the main thesis which Liebert seeks 
to establish is that system is the basis of all validity. The author con- 
fesses that certain Neo-Kantians, e. g., Natorp, have maintained an atti- 
tude of reserve toward the concept of validity, possibly because they sus- 
pected that the latter was to be employed in the construction of a new 
metaphysics or the revival of an old, such as Neo-Fichtianism (dogma- 
tism) which is strongly opposed (pp. 158, 174). On the contrary, meta- 
physics Liebert subordinates to psychology; metaphysics, indeed, is hypo- 
stasized psychology (pp. 23, 120, 247), while psychology itself is distinct 
from logic, in conformity with Kant. 5 There results, then, that there are 
but two autonomous series of validity: the psychological and the logical. 
Accordingly, Liebert discusses (a) the psychological significance of valid- 
ity (pp- 22-56) and (b) the logical aspects of validity (pp. 96-189). The 
latter Liebert considers more profound than the former and less success- 
fully discussed by previous authors. In fact, Liebert regards the demon- 
stration of a sphere of validity which is essentially distinct from the psy- 
chological as one of the peculiar contributions of critical philosophy. A 
critico-historical review dealing with relevant philosophies is appended 
to each section; these are primarily the philosophies of James and Kant. 

System, or unity, is conceived by Liebert to be an infinite structure 
ordered according to laws (p. 103) as distinguished from a mere aggre- 
gate. It is not a closed or perfect totality, but an infinite problem (cf. p. 

i " Gesehiehte des Materialismus, " 7te Auflage (1902). 

2 "Kant und die Epigonen," reprinted, Berlin, 1912. 

s For example, there are diverse interpretations of Kant 's ' ' Thing-in-Itself . ' ' 

* ' ' Kant und die Marburger Sehule. ' ' 

« Cf. p. 122, note; p. 204. 
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234) ; a " continuity " in a spontaneous and autonomous state of develop- 
ment (pp. 114, 122, 152). System is a fundamentum of knowledge; every 
individual concept is only a determination of the thought of system with 
reference to a definite place in the latter (pp. 35, 109, 115). After charac- 
terizing the metaphysical and psychological concepts of system (p. 120) 
Liebert determines the logical concept negatively (pp. 121, 122) and finally 
identifies it with the idea of knowledge in a Kantian sense (pp. 122- 
126). Liebert discusses the psychological and metaphysical interpreta- 
tions of the Kantian ideas, namely, those of Vaihinger and Fichte and 
then takes up the methodological meaning of the idea of system, in par- 
ticular its relation to the categories, induction and deduction, nature, 
mechanism, experience, teleology and being (pp. 135-167). In a final 
section of the second part of his monograph, Liebert critically considers 
the ultimacy of the idea of system, especially with reference to the phi- 
losophies of Fichte, Lotze, and Miinsterberg (pp. 167-182) and concludes 
with a defense of its autonomy. Liebert rightly observes that the writing 
of a history of the concept of system would be a most valuable and fasci- 
nating task. It would probably be instructive to compare in detail the 
properties of the Neo-Kantian conception of a whole with the Hegelian 
interpretation. Liebert has only a remark or two in this connection (cf. 
p. 114) and subsequently points out the lack 6 in the literature of an ex- 
position of the relation of Hegel to Kant (p. 192). 

Referring more specifically to validity, Liebert assumes that system is 
the supreme determination of validity (p. 117; cf. p. 125). Indeed, the 
fundamental values of the validity of knowledge, the indispensable con- 
ditions and functions of the latter, are concept, judgment, inference, 
method, and system (p. 116). The idea of system is the pure form of the 
concept of validity (p. 143). Owing to the systasic quality of system an 
individual concept, as such, is artifical, without validity (p. 109). An 
individual term, then, is valid if, and only if, it is an element in the 
system, a part of the whole, that is, exercises a function in the system 
(p. 116). This functioning consists in the generation of (internal) rela- 
tions which are themselves mere abbreviations of the thought of system 
and thus possess universal validity and necessity (pp. 115, 183). Validity 
appears to be synonymous with truth (pp. 109, 114, 206). It remains 
briefly to characterize validity with reference to being and reality. All 
thought possesses structure and there can be nothing external to thought 
(pp. 62, 143). Hence being is the thought of being. But to think is to 
think of something as valid ; even non-validity possesses validity in thought. 
Therefore the thought of being implies that being is valid. Thus being 
is merged into validity (cf. p. 9). Objectivity, i. e., objective validity, 
merely means " grounded in the fundamental laws of thought " (pp. 103, 
239). Reality is not a mere fact; it is conceptual. To be real is to pos- 
sess functional and categorical validity (pp. 129, 161, 183). This position, 
so carefully delineated by Liebert, is in the strongest possible contrast 
with the statement of James : " The question of being is the darkest of 

«In a volume dedicated to Theodore Lipps, Leipzig (1911), pp. 1-25, the 
relation of Neo-Kantianism to Hegelianism is discussed by E. v. Aster. 
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all philosophy; all of us are beggars here." Such, a view, one readily 
infers, would be rejected by Liebert as mystical (cf. pp. 55, 163) since 
according to him the slightest attempt to determine reality presupposes 
the concept of reality, and the validity of concepts is absolutely autono- 
mous. It has become pretty well recognized, I think, that the Neo- 
Kantians, in adopting such an extreme standpoint, have committed an 
important error. 

Concerning the logical position, as a whole, of Liebert and other Neo- 
Kantians it will perhaps suffice to note its dependence upon Lotze and 
his interpretation of the Platonic Ideas. The arguments of Dewey in his 
" Logical Studies " controverting Lotze are, of course, widely known. An 
opportunity for further criticism is offered by the Neo-Kantian relation 
of science to philosophy, or rather, the actual interpretation of this rela- 
tion by individual members of the school, for, taken by itself, this part of 
their programme, at least as stated, e. g., by Eiehl, largely represents a 
praiseworthy ideal. 7 On this basis, philosophy is defined 8 to be (in 
harmony with Windelband) the " critical science of universally valid 
values." Critical philosophy seeks to determine the fundamental laws 
of science in general. Philosophy and the positive sciences are, therefore, 
interdependent. Through this interaction of criticism and creation the 
future development of scientific philosophy will consist in the elevation 
of science to philosophy. Thus the importance of creative scientific ac- 
tivity in philosophers is clearly recognized. It would not he difficult to 
show that N"eo-Kantians such as Cohen, Natorp, Windelband, and others 
have fallen lamentably short of the standard proposed by Eiehl, although 
they assert 9 that they are chiefly interested in the mathematical sciences. 
Liebert evinces the same failing : it is hardly correct for him to say 10 that 
Kant's " Critique of Pure Eeason " contains the critical foundation of 
Euclidean mathematics. But, whatever the mathematical deficiencies of 
the !Neo-Kantians may be, one must admire the thoroughness, even brill- 
iance, with which Liebert and his colleagues have described their philos- 
ophy, and in particular the adaptation of the latter to the problem of 
validity. 

Arthur E. Schweitzer. 

Chicago. 

Modes of Research in Genetics. Baymond Pearl. New York : The Mac- 

millan Company. 1915. Pp. 182. 

This little volume comes as a timely addition to the working library of 
the modern student of biology. While three of the five chapters are sub- 
stantially reprints of separate addresses or papers by the author, and a 
fourth is based upon a series of studies published elsewhere, the general 
account marches with reasonable unity to the end without undue evidence 
of scissors and paste. 

7 Cf. Liebert, loc. tit., pp. 249-256. 

8 Cf. Liebert, loc. tit., p. 21. 
s Cf. Liebert, loc. tit., p. 241. 
to Loc. tit., p. 111. 



